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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to Amendment filed 1 3 July 2009. Claims 1 , 
8, 15 and 24 have been amended. Claims 26-27 have been newly added. Therefore, 
claims 1-27 are pending for further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification slnall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The analysis under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires that the scope of 
protection sought be supported by the specification disclosure. The pertinent inquiries 
include determining (1 ) whether the subject matter defined in the claims is described in 

the specification. 

(1) Claims 1, 8, 15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The "invention" for the purpose of the first paragraph analysis is defined by the 
claims. The description requirement is simply that the claimed subject matter must be 
described in the specification. The function of the description requirement is to ensure 
that the applicant had possession of the invention on the filing date of the application. 
The application need not describe the claim limitations exactly, but must be sufficiently 
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clear for one of ordinary sl^ill in tlie art to recognize tliat tlie applicant's invention 
encompasses the recited limitations. The description requirement is not met if the 
application does not expressly or inherently disclose the claimed invention. 

Specification does not explicitly describe nor is sufficiently clear for one of 
ordinary skill in art to recognize the following steps as recited in claims 1 , 8, 15 and 24: 

• receiving code instructions from a user terminal to store an excerpt of 
information from a second storage medium maintained at a second 
remote server (claim 1). 

• receiving code instructions from a user terminal to store an excerpt of 
information from a second storage medium maintained at a second 
computer device (claim 8). 

• receiving code instructions from a user terminal to store an excerpt of 
information from a second storage medium maintained at a second 
computer (claim 15). 

• at a computing device, receiving code instructions from a user terminal 
to store an excerpt of information about one or more websites from a 
first storage medium maintained at a first remote server (claim 24). 

Applicant indicates different paragraphs [0035, 0036, 0058 & 0073]. It is unclear 
how this quoted paragraphs of the present specification can be equated with the 
claimed limitations as shown above in claims 1, 8, 15 and 24. 

Therefore, claims 1 , 8, 15 and 24 are unclear that the one ordinarily skilled in the 
art cannot recognize the encompassed claimed limitations. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2, 5, 16 and 19 recite the limitation "the information handling system" in 
lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 , 8, 1 5 and 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morris, U.S. Pat. No. 7,451,185 in view of Johns et al (Hereafter, 
Johns), U.S. Pat. Application Pub. No. US 2005/0097173 Al . 

Regarding claim 1 , Morris teaches a method for sharing information through a 
first remote server having a first storage medium, the method comprising: receiving 
code instructions from a user terminal to store an excerpt of Information from a second 
storage medium maintained at a second remote server (i.e., receiving digital Images 
uploaded by a first user or sharing websites by providing a link to a resource such as 
URL) [see Col. 3, Lines 1-64]. 
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Morris furtlier teaclies user A can invite user B to view the album (folder) by 
providing the link to user B [see Morris, Col. 3, Lines 49-64]. Morris does not explicitly 
teach automatically storing the excerpt, in an XML format, in a folder on the first storage 
medium maintained at the first remote server wherein the folder is selected from a 
group consisting of a group folder and a public folder, the group folder is accessible by 
one or more second users specified by the first user as a group, the public folder is 
accessible to all users subscribed to the public folder. However, Johns teaches XML- 
based scheme [see Johns, Paragraph 0049] and digital images are stored in folders on 
data base of the service provider [see Johns, Paragraphs 001 1 & 001 5 & 001 7 & 0021 
& 0029-0030] and for group type of folder, the owner of the folder decides to invite 1 or 
many individuals to subscribe to the folder and for public type of folder, the owner of the 
folder (album) has decided that anyone can view the folder [see Johns, Paragraphs 
0030-0032]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Johns into the teaching of Morris 
in order to efficiently manage the accessibilities of the users to certain excerpt 
information in different categorized folder locations. 

Claim 8 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 1 . 
Claim 15 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 23, Morris further teaches album as folder for sharing websites 
and providing the link to allow other users to view album [see Morris, Col. 3, Lines 49- 
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64]. Morris does not explicitly teaches in response to a search term query, providing 
search results of a list of public folders with information about one or more websites 
comprising the queried search term. However, Johns teaches providing search results 
of a list of public folders with information [see Johns, Paragraphs 0013 & 0015 & 0032 & 
0050 & 0055-0056]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the 
time of the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Johns into the teaching of 
Morris in order to efficiently manage the accessibilities of the users to certain excerpt 
information in different categorized folder locations as shown above in claim 1. 

Claim 24 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 1 . 
Claim 25 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 23. 

Regarding claims 26-27, Morris further teaches the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising receiving, from the user terminal, a web page address to retrieve the excerpt 
of information from the second storage device maintained at the second remote server, 
prior to receiving code instructions from the user terminal to store the excerpt of 
information and in response to a search term query, providing search results of a list of 
web pages comprising the queried search term, and receiving, from the user terminal, a 
selection of a web page from the list of web pages, prior to receiving code instructions 
from the user terminal to store the excerpt of information (i.e., sharing websites by 
providing link to resource stored in album (folder)) [see Col. 3, Lines 1-64]. 
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7. Claims 2-7, 9-14 and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morris, U.S. Pat. No. 7,451,185 in view of Johns et al (Hereafter, 
Johns), U.S. Pat. Application Pub. No. US 2005/0097173 Al and further in view of 
Brewster et al (Hereafter, Brewster), U.S. Pat. Application Pub. No. US 2002/0147847 
Al. 

Regarding claim 2, Morris and Johns do not explicitly teach the method of claim 
1, wherein the information handling system is a first information handling system, 
wherein the excerpt has a non-XML format, and comprising in response to the excerpt, 
automatically translating the excerpt from the non-XML format into the XML format, so 
that the translated excerpt is compatible for operation with a second information 
handling system of at least one of the second users. However, Brewster, in the same 
field of sharing access to document over the network endeavor, discloses automatically 
converting received document into XML document before sending to a second user [see 
Brewster, Fig. 2 and Paragraphs 0004-0005 & 0017 and Page 3, Right Col., Lines 22- 
24]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Brewster into the teaching of Morris 
and Johns in order to efficiently provide appropriate viewable formats for different users 
of different type of devices. 

Regarding claims 3-4, Morris and Johns do not explicitly teach the method of 
claim 2, wherein the stored excerpt is the translated excerpt and wherein the output 
excerpt is the translated excerpt. However, Brewster, in the same field of sharing 
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access to document over the network endeavor, discloses the stored excerpt is the 
translated excerpt and the output excerpt is the translated excerpt [see Brewster, Fig. 2 
and Paragraphs 0004-0005]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Brewster into 
the teaching of Morris and Johns for the same reason set forth above to claim 2. 

Regarding claim 5, Morris and Johns do not explicitly teach the method of claim 
1, wherein the information handling system is a first information handling system, 
wherein the excerpt has an alternate XML format, and comprising in response to the 
excerpt, automatically translating the excerpt from the alternate XML format into a 
generic XML format, so that the translated excerpt is compatible for operation with a 
second information handling system of at least one of the second users. However, 
Brewster, in the same field of sharing access to document over the network endeavor, 
discloses automatically translating the excerpt from the alternate XML format into a 
generic XML format [see Brewster, Fig. 2 and Paragraphs 0005-0006 & 0017-0021]. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Brewster into the teaching of Morris and Johns 
in order to efficiently provide appropriate viewable formats for different users of different 
type of devices. 
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Regarding claims 6-7, Morris and Johns do not explicitly teach the method of 
claim 5, wherein the stored excerpt is the translated excerpt and wherein the output 
excerpt is the translated excerpt. However, Brewster, in the same field of sharing 
access to document over the network endeavor, discloses the stored excerpt is the 
translated excerpt and the output excerpt is the translated excerpt [see Brewster, Fig. 2 
and Paragraphs 0004-0005]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Brewster into 
the teaching of Morris and Johns for the same reason set forth above to claim 5. 

Claims 9-14 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claims 2-7. 
Claims 16-21 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claims 2-7. 

Regarding claim 22, Morris and Johns does not explicitly teach the method of 
claim 1 comprising, in the XML format, automatically outputting the excerpt to one or 
more second users preselected by the first user. However, Brewster, in the same field 
of sharing access to document over the network endeavor, discloses automatically e- 
mailing the data contained within the XML document to a recipient indicated by the first 
user when submitting the first document wherein the recipient is a second user [see 
Brewster, Fig. 2 and Page 3, Right Col., Lines 30-34]. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Brewster into the teaching of Morris and Johns in order to efficiently provide 
appropriate viewable formats for different users of different type of devices. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS ACTION IS 
SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS 
COMMUNICATION. FAILURE TO RESPOND WITHIN THE PERIOD FOR 
RESPONSE WILL CAUSE THE APPLICATION TO BECOME ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. 
§ 133). EXTENSIONS OF TIME MAY BE OBTAINED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF 
37 CAR 1.136(A). 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip Tran whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3991 . 
The Group fax phone number is (571 ) 273-8300. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar, can be reached on 
(571)272-4006. 
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1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Philip B Iran/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 
August 02, 2009 



